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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 4, 1 0, 1 2, 1 5 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Limber et al. US patent publication 2001/0053083 A1 (Limber). 

3. Limber discloses a display system (Figure 1 ) comprising a planar support 
member having a plurality of parallel first bars (the vertical bars) and a plurality of 
parallel second bars (the horizontal bars), a plurality of lights that are received in 
apertures 10 [0023] at intersections of the bars and the grid of wires for the string of 
such lights would be located on the rear surface of the support. 

4. Regarding claim 4, elements 13 are considered to be support bases. Regarding 
claim 10 the outer portion of the support member is considered to be the frame. 
Regarding claim 12 the center horizontal cross member is considered to be the "cross 
member." Regarding claim 1 5 Limber discloses attaching a plurality of support 
members together [0028]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3, 16, 21 , 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Limber. 

7. Regarding claim 3, Limber does not specifically teach the use of LEDs, however 
LEDs are well known in the art. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to utilize LEDs as the lights on the string of Limber since this would 
reduce the amount of heat generated by the light sources, would reduce the amount of 
energy needed to power the light sources, and would reduce the maintenance required. 

8. Regarding claims 16 and 21 , it is well known in the art to attach several strings of 
lights together, e.g. Christmas lights. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to utilize a plurality of strings of lights in Limber so as to provide a single light 
string which will illuminate the display in an easier manner. 

9. Regarding claim 23, attaching a plug for inserting into a vehicle cigarette lighter 
to a lighted display is old and well known. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill to utilize such a plug on the device of Limber so that power may be 
provided to the display and so that the display may be used with a vehicle. 

10. Regarding claim 24, Limber does not specifically teach using plastic, however 
plastic is old and well known in the art of displays. It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to utilize plastic to construct the display of Limber 
since the display is intended to be used outdoors and plastic is a well known, weather 
resistant material. 
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1 1 . Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Limber in view of Savage, UK Patent Application GB 2,025,596 A (Savage). 

12. Limber does not teach a transparent cap over the base, however this is well 
known, as shown by Savage. Savage teaches transparent cap 1 10 (Figure 5) attached 
to the front of the display over a light source and held in place by arms 112. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to utilize such a cap for the light sources of 
Limber so as to protect the lights from damage. 

1 3. Claims 7, 1 1 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Limber in view of Lin, US patent publication 2003/001 91 38 A1 (Lin). 

14. Limber does not teach channels on the rear surface of the bars for receiving the 
wires, however this is well known in the art as shown by Lin. Lin teaches an illuminated 
display including channels 28 (or recesses with floors) on the back surface. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to utilize such channels on the display of 
Limber so that the wires (and other electronic components, such as modules) will not 
become tangled. 

15. Claims 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Limber and Lin as applied to claims 7 and 1 3 above, and further in view of Savage. 

16. It would have been obvious to utilize a cap as discussed above to provide 
protection for the light sources. 

1 7. Savage also teaches covers 1 50 (Figure 1 1 ) fixed to the support members at 
intersections. It would have been obvious to utilize such covers in the display of Limber 
(as modified by Lin) to prevent light from seeping out between the display areas. 



Application/Control Number: 10/575,058 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3611 

18. Claims 1 7-1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Limber in view of Shinn, US #2,602,252. 

1 9. Limber does not teach attaching adjacent support members together with a 
hinge. Shinn shows (Figure 1 ) placing a hinge between adjacent displays. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize hinges on the display 
system of Limber so that multiple support members may be set up and taken down in 
an easier, faster manner. 

20. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Limber 
in view of Merryman, US #4,532,579. 

21. Limber does not teach using a transformer however this is well known in the art 
as shown by Merryman. Merryman teaches transformer 64 (Figure 1 ) attached to an 
illuminated display system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to utilize 
a transformer in the display system of Limber so as to provide proper voltage for the 
light sources. 

22. Claims 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Limber in view of Wainwright, US #4,875,144. 

23. Limber does no t teach using a controller, however this is well known in the art as 
shown by Wainwright. Wainwright teaches controller 16 (Figure 7). It would have been 
obvious to use a controller with the display system of Limber so as to provide a means 
for a user to personally control the display and create a desired image, as taught by 
Wainwright. 

24. Allowable Subject Matter 
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25. Claim 9 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

26. The prior art of record does not teach or suggest a display system as described 
in claims 1 , 7 and 8 and further including the cover having four arms extending radially 
into the channels of the bars and being flush with the rear surface. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joanne Silbermann whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6653. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 5:30 - 2:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley Morris can be reached on 571-272-6651 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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